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POHOZAEV IDENTITY FOR THE ANISOTROPIC p-LAPLACIAN
AND ESTIMATES OF TORSION FUNCTION

QIAOLING WANG AND CHANGYU XIA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove the Pohozaev identity for the weighted anisotropic
p-Laplace operator. As an application of our identity, we deduce the nonexistence of
nontrivial solutions of the Dirichlet problem for the weighted anisotropic p-Laplacian
in star-shaped domains of R™. We also provide an upper bound estimate for the first
Dirichet eigenvalue of the anisotropic p-Laplacian on bounded domains of R™, some
sharp estimates for the torsion function of compact manifolds with boundary and a
nonexistence result for the solutions of the Laplace equation on closed Riemannian
manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS

Let Q be a bounded smooth domain in R™ and g a continuous function on R. In 1965,
Pohozaev [23] considered the following nonlinear elliptic problem :

—Au=g(u) in Q,
(1.1) { u=>0 on 0f2,

and proved that if u € C%(Q2) N C(Q) is a solution of (LI]), then
(1.2) (2- n)/ ug(u)dx + 2n/ G(u)dx = / |Vul|?(z,v)ds,
Q Q o9

where G(u) = [, g(t)dt,v = v(z) is the outward unit normal vector at the point z € 9.
Based on ([2]), Pohozaev established the following well-known non-existence result:
Theorem A (Pohozaev). Let Q) be a star-shaped domain with respect to the origin in

R™ n >3 and g € C(R,R) with g(u) > 0, when u > 0. If

(1.3) (2 —n)ug(u) + 2n/ g(t)dt <0, when u >0,

0

then the problem (Il) has no positive solution.

Pohozaev’s identity has also other important applications to the solutions of differen-
tial equations. As an example, let us assume further that

(1.4) g(u) =1 and % I = ¢ = const.

Then we have from ([2]) that

(1.5) (n—|—2)/ udr = 02/ (z,v)ds = nc*V(Q).
Q o9
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Also, it is easy to see in this case that
2 1 Au)2

(16) A (|Vu|2 + —u) =2 (IV2u|2 - —) =2 <|v2u|2 _(8y) ) >0
n n n

and

2
(1.7 (|Vu|2+—u) =c?
o/ loa
which, implies by the maximum principle that
2
(1.8) |Vul> + =u < on Q.
n

On the other hand, one obtains from integration by parts and (IH) that

(1.9) / <|Vu|2 + zu) de =" +2 / udz = 2V (Q).
Q n n Q

Therefore [Vu|? + 2u is constant in € and so the equality must hold in (L) which
implies that

(1.10) iy = ==

Hence, for a suitable choice of origin we know that v is given by

1

(1.11) u=o-(po =17,

where pg is a constant and r is the distance function from the origin. Since u|gq = 0, we
conclude that pg > 0 and that €2 is a ball of radius \/po. Also one can deduce from (L3)
that po = n?c?. The above arguments are essentially the proof given by Weinberger [32]
to the following seminal work of Serrin [29]:

Theorem B (Serrin). If u € C?(Q) satisfies the overdetermined problem

{ Au=-1 1in Q,

1.12 !
( ) u|aﬂ = 07 %|BQ =G,

where Q is a bounded smooth domain in R™, v is the unit outward normal of 0S), and
c is a constant, then  is a ball of radius n|c| and u = (n*c® — r?)/2n, where r is the

distance from the center of the ball.

The appearance of Pohozaev’s identity is a milestone in the developments of differ-
ential equations. The generalizations of Pohozaev’s identity have been widely used to
prove the non-existence of nontrivial solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations. Here are
some of the important results in this direction. Esteban-Lions [15] and Berestycki-Lions
[5] considered the following problem on unbounded domain:

—Au=g(u) in Q
ulon =0,

3

(1.13) {

where 2 = R"™ or an unbounded domain of R™. They established the Pohozaev identity
for the above problem and the existence and nonexistence results which have brought
great developments in this area. Pucci and Serrin [24] proved the Pohozaev identity
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satisfied by the general elliptic equations on bounded domains. Guedda-Veron [19] proved
the Pohozaev identity to the solutions of the quasi-linear elliptic problem
{ —div(|VuP=2Vu) = g(z,u) in €,

1.14
(1.14) ulan = 0,

and obtained the non-existence results when €2 is a star-shaped domain. Bartsch-Peng-
Zhang [3] and Kou-An [20] considered the more general quasi-linear elliptic equations
with weight on more general domains. Pucci and Serrin [25] studied the Pohozaev
identity of polyharmonic operators and obtained non-existence of nontrivial solutions of
the related equations.

Recently, Ros-Oton and Serra [28] established the Pohozaev identity for the fractional
elliptic problem:

(—A)*u=g(u) in Q,

in a bounded domain Q C R™, where s € (0, 1),

n

(1.16) (=A)u(z) = ¢p s PV / Mdy

|z —y|nt2

is the fractional Laplacian and ¢, is a normalization constant given by

S22SF n+2s

(1.17) Cns = #
’ /20 (1 — s)

In this paper, we shall prove the Pohozaev identity for a weighted anisotropic p-
Laplace operator. Let us fix some required notation before stating our result. Let
F :R™ — [0, +00) be a convex function of class C1(R™\ {0}) which is even and positively
homogeneous of degree 1, so that

(1.18) F(tx) = |t|F(z), VreR", VteR.

Note that there are positive constants a and 8 such that F' satisfies
(1.19) alé| < F(¢) < Ble| Ve €R™.

Observing that F? is positively homogeneous of degree p, we have
(1.20) (Z,V[FPI(Z)) = pFP(Z), VZ € R™

For 1 < p < 00, the anisotropic p-Laplace operator is defined as

(1.21) Qp(u)—div< Vel FP)( Vu) Z F(Vu))P~ Fe, (Vu)),

8961
where V¢ stands for the gradient operator with respect to the & variables. The first
result of the present paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let €2 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and g : R™ x R — R
a continuous function. Let b be a real number, 1 < p < oo and u € C*(Q) N CL(Q) a
solution of the problem

{ —%div (|| PPV [FP](Vu)) = g(@,u) in Q,

1.22
(1.22) ulan = 0.
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Then we have

(1.23) (1 +b- %) /ng(:c,u)d:v +n i G(z,u)dz + /Q<x, V. G(x,u))dz
- <1 - %) o0 F?(Vu)(z,v)ds,

where G(z,p) = fopg(x,t?)dt? and V.G is the gradient of G with respect to the first
variable x.

As an immediate application of Theorem [Tl we have

Corollary 1.2. Let Q be a bounded star-shaped domain with smooth boundary and g :
R — R a continuous function. Let b be a real number, 1 < p < oo and suppose that

n p
(1.24) (1 +b— 5) pg(p) + n/o g(o)do < 0, when p # 0.

Then the problem

(1.25) { —2div (2|~ V[FP)(Vu)) = g(u) in Q,

ulpn = 0.
has no nontrivial (not identically zero) solution.
Taking
(1.26) gla,u) = M| ul" 2w+ ple| =P lul* 2w+ nlz| a2y
in Theorem{I.1] we have the following

Corollary 1.3. Let Q be a bounded star-shaped domain with smooth boundary and
b,a, B,7v, A\, u,m, 1, s, be constants such that rst # 0, and

(1.27) A(1+b—9+"_0‘>§0, u(1+b—9+"_6>§0,
p r p S

n<1+b—%+n;7><0.

Then, the problem
—Ldiv (|2 PV [FP)(Va)) = M|~ ul™ % + prla] =P ul*~%u
(1.28) +nlx] = |ult"2u in Q,
ulon =0,

has no positive solution.

In the second part of this paper, we study the first Dirichlet eigenvalue of Q, which
is given by

FP(Vu)d
(1.29) Mi(F,Q) = inf Jo F* (Vu)de
wewg P00} Jq lulPde

It is known [4] that (I.29) has a unique positive solution u, solving the Euler-Lagrange
equation

(1.30) { Qpup + Apa|upP~up, =0 in Q,

up =0 on ON.



The torsion problem for the anisotropic p-Laplace is as follows

—-Q,w=1in Q
v=0 on 0.

By classical result there exists a unique solution of (I3Tl), that will be always denoted
by wvq, which is positive in 2. The anisotropic p-torsional rigidity of 2 is defined as

(132) TFﬁp(Q):/QFP(V’UQ)CZI:/QUQCZ:E.

The following variational characterization for Tr,(£2) holds

(1.31)

_ ¢ldx)”
1.33 Tr ()P~ = max (fﬂ|7
(1.33) r(®) pewi@\{0} Jo FP(Vo)da

and the solution v of (L3T]) realizes the maximum in (33)).
The next result is an estimate involving Ay 1 (F, ) and Tr,(£2) which is motivated by
Theorem 1.1 in [6].

Theorem 1.4. Let p > 2, F as above and Q0 a bounded domain in R™. We assume
further that F € C3P(R™\ {0}) and

(1.34) [FPlee (&) s positive definite in R™\ {0}.

Then, we have

2p—3 s _P_
(1.35) Ad (B Trp (P p 7 (sl )P Try(9)
Pt - Dnp-1)+p) |t
where || and K, stand for the measure of Q and K°, respectively, being
(z,2)
1.36 K°=<xeR":su <1,.
(1:36) { S0 F(2)

A main tool in the proof of Theorem [[4] is the isoperimetric inequality (Wulff The-
orem) relating the perimeter of a set E with respect to F' and |E|, the measure of E.
This tool can be also used to prove the following result which is motivated by [22].

Theorem 1.5. Let Q2 be a bounded domain with smooth boundary in R™ and g € C(R,R)
with g(o) > 0, when o > 0. Let u be a smooth positive solution of the Dirichlet problem
for the anisotropic n-Laplace operator:

—Ldiv(Ve[F")(Vu)) = g(u) in €,
(1.37) { u:(g) on Of). !

Then we have

(1.38) ( / g(u)dx) T nr e / G(u)dz,
Q n—1 Q

where G(u) = [, g(s)ds.

The study of anisotropic operator is quite active in recent years. One can find some
of the interesting results about this topic, e. g. in [7} [8 [0l 1T, 12| [13] 16} 31], etc.

It is known that for any bounded smooth domain 2 in a complete Riemannian mani-
fold, there exists a unique solution ug, called the torsion function of €2, to the equation

(1.39) Au=-1 in Q, ulgo=0
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and (L39) is the Euler equation of the minimum problem

1
(1.40) min / (—|Vu|2—u>.
wEW, 2 () Jo 2
The number
(1.41) T(Q):/usz: [Vugql|?
Q Q

is called the torsional rigidity of €.

Serrin’s theorem above says that if the torsion function of a bounded smooth domain 2
in a Fuclidean space has constant derivative in the direction of the outward unit normal
of 09, then Q is a ball. In the third part of this paper, we give some sharp estimates for
the torsion function of a compact manifold with boundary.

Theorem 1.6. Let M be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with bound-
ary. Denote by T (M), p and V the torsion, the torsion function and the volume of
M, respectively. Let v be the outward unit normal of OM and assume that the Ricci
curvature of M is bounded below by (n — 1)k.

i) We have
. 0% 1 (n—1)kT(M)
, Sy ) I QS S Al S
(1.42) 2€dM OV? (v) = n Vv ’
with equality holding if and only if M is isometric to a ball in R™, xk =0 and
9?%p 1

it) Let A and H be the area and the mean curvature of OM , respectively. If H > 0 on
OM, then

o [ Prcpon (Vo) ([ n) s

with equality holding if and only if K =0 and M is isometric to a ball in R™.

Theorem 1.7. Let M be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with boundary
and Ricci curvature bounded below by (n — 1)k. Let u be the solution of the Dirichlet
problem

(1.45) Au=-1 in M, wulopm =0.
Then
(1.46) Igﬁx|Vu|2 > (n—i_ig(M) + 2(n‘; DL /Mu|Vu|2,

with equality holding if and only if kK =0 and M 1is isometric to a ball in R™.

Remark 1. One can obtain Theorem B from Theorem [[L71 In fact, when € is a
bounded smooth domain in R”, if u is a solution to the equation ([.I2]), then we have
from (LH) that
2 (n+2)T(Q)

N nV '
Thus, the equality sign in ([46) is attained since the Ricci curvature of € is zero.
Theorem B follows.
The next result is a Pohozaev-type inequality on compact Riemannian manifolds.
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Theorem 1.8. Let M be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with or with-
out boundary. Assume that the Ricci curvature of M is bounded below by (n— 1)k and let
g: R — R be a continuous function. If u € C3(M)NCY(OM) is a non-negative solution
of the problem

(1.47) —Au=g(u) in M, u|op =0,
then we have
(1.48) g(u) (M ~3G(u) — (n— 1),%2)
M n
> { Jou (%)3’ when OM # 0,
~— | 0, when OM =0

where G(u) = [ g(o)do.
From Theorem [I.8] we have the following non-existence result.

Corollary 1.9. Let M be an n-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold with Ricci
curvature bounded below by (n — 1)k. Assume that g : R — R is a continuous function
and there exists a discrete subset S of [0,+00) such that

2(n — 1)tg(t) ! 9 =0, if tes,
o) (20 s [ gtonto =0 ) {20 TSR s

n
Then any non-negative solution of the equation
(1.49) Au=—g(u) on M.

1S a constant.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.T] AND COROLLARY [[L3]
In this section, we shall prove Theorem [L.T] and Corollary [[.3
Proof of Theorem [1.]l Multiplying the equation

1
(2.1) —Ediv (|£C|7bPV5[Fp](VU)) =g(z,u)
by —p(x, Vu) and integrating on €2, one deduces from divergence theorem that
(2.2) [ 9l ), Vu)do
Q

_ /Q div (2] PV [FP](Va)) (z, Vo) dr

[ @ (vl v, vu)
— (|2 PPV [FP)(Vu), Viz, Vu))) dz
= /asz <|$|7pr5[Fp](Vu), u> (z, Vu)ydH" !

—/Q<|x|7apV§[Fp](Vu),Vu+V2u(x)>d3:.
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Here V2u : X(Q) — X(£2) denotes the self-adjoint linear operator metrically equivalent
to the Hessian of u, and is given by [14]

(2.3) (V2u(Z), W) = V*u(Z,W) = (VzVu, W)
for all Z, W € X(Q). It follows from ([20) and u|gpo = 0 that

(2.4) /a . {|lz| PPV [FP)(Vu),v) (z, Vu)dH™

/ {|lz| PPV [FP)(Vu), v) (2, u,v)dH™
0

/ {|l2| PPV [FP)(Vu), uyv) (2, v)dH"
a0

/ <|x|_bPV£[F”](VU), Vu> (z,v)ydH" .
o0

p/ |z| =P FP (V) (z, v)dH" .
a9
Using divergence theorem again, we infer

25 - /Q (| PV [FP)(Vu), Vi) de = /Q w div(|z| Ve [FP)(V))de

—p/ ug(z, u)dz.
Q

Let {e; = (1,0,...,0),....,e, = (0,...,0,1)} be the canonical base of R™ and set u; =
2

ou Wi o%u
611'7 LV BIZIJ

(2.6) (Ve[FPI(Vu), Viu(z))

4,5 =1,...,n. We calculate
(Veeirr (v Vi, 7)
= <VE?1 %Lgip](vu)ei VU, (E>

= > a([;g (9u) (9., Vu,2)

= Z agg)] (Vu)V3u(e;, )

=1

= Z ag;j] (Vu) Z(az, ej)V2u(es, ej)
0




Therefore, we have
(2.7) (||~ PV [FP)(Vu), Viu(z))
= |z TP(V(FP(Vu)), )
(V(FP(Tu)), 2]~ z)
div(FP(Vu)|z| "% z) — FP(Vu)div(|z|~Pz)
= div(FP(Vu)|z|"%z) — (n — bp)|z| " *PFP(Vu).

Thus
(2.8) /Q (|2| PV FP(Vu), Viu(z)) do

= / |z| P FP (V) (z, v)dH" ' — (n —bp) [ |z| %P FP(Vu)dx
o0 Q

= [ el St = =) [ ] VTV, Vads
15)9] Q p

—b
= / |z| P FP (V) (z, v)dH" ! + % / u div (|z| PV [FP](Vu)) da
r9) Q

= / |z| P FP (V) (z, v)dH" ™' — (n — bp)/ ug(z,u)dz.
o0 Q
Substituting (2.4), 2.5) and (2.8)) into 2.2), we get
(2.9) —/ g(z,u)(x, Vu)dz
Q
= (1=3) [ e+ (2 <1-0) [ ugo .
P/ Joa p Q

On the other hand, we have
(2.10) g(z,u)(z, Vu) = (z, V(G(z,u))) — (x, V.G(z,u))

and so
(2.11) —/Qg(:t,u)@,vmdx = —/Q(<x,V(G(x,u))>—<x,V1G(;v,u)>)d:E
= n/ G(.’L‘,u)d:v+/<,’E,VIG(.’E,U)>CZCE.
Q Q
Combining (29) and ZTI1)), we get (L23). O

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Suppose that u is a positive solution of (L28). Then the
equality (L23)) holds. Thus, we have

(212) R N e
pJ Ja

+n /Q Gz, u)dz + /Q (2, VoG (z, u))da

= (1-5) [, et

0,

Y
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where
(2.13)  G(z,u) = / (Nz| =)o " 20 + plz|P|o|* 20 + njz| 7 |o| " 20)do
0
A
= lelmw 4 Bl Put 4 Jal P,
r s t
(2.14) (2, VoG(z,u)
" 0G
A
= ——aa|3:|7o‘ur - %|x|7ﬁus - ﬂ|x|77ut.
r s t

Substituting (Z.I3]) and (ZI4) into (ZI2), we have

(2.15) )\(1+b—ﬂ+n_a>/|x|“urdx—i—u(l—i—b—ﬁ—i—n_B)/mBusd:ﬂ
p r Q p S Q
n—-y

+77<1+b—2+ — >/|x|_7utdx20.
p t Q

This is a contradiction if (L27) holds. O
Using Theorem [T we can also prove the following nonexistence result.

Corollary 2.1. Let Q be a bounded star-shaped domain with smooth boundary and
b,a, B, A\, u,r be constants such that r # 0 and

(2.16) A<n+1+b_f—a)go, u<1+b—f+”_ﬂ><o.
p p r

Then, the problem
(2.17) { —%div (|x|*bPV£[Fp](Vu)) :/\|:E|*a_|_'u|x|fﬁ|u|r72u in Q,

uloo =0,
has no positive solution.
Proof of Corrolary 2l If u is a positive solution of (ZI7T), then we have from (23]
that

(2.18) (1 +b— E) / u(Nz| = 4 plz|~Pu" ) d
Q

p

—|—n/ﬂG(x,u)daz+/(I,VIG(x,u»daz

Q

(1 - %) /m FP(Vu)(z, v)ds
0.

Y

Here
(2.19) Glo,u) = /(A|x|*a+u|x|*5|a|“2a)da
0

= Az| %u+ H|,’E|_BUT,
r
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(2.20) (2, V.G(x,u)

n

= ;ng—i(x,u)
= —)\a|3:|*o‘u—'[;—ﬂ|3:|*5ur.

Substituting (ZI9) and (Z20) into (ZI8), we have

A<n+1+b—f—a>
p Q

contradicting to ([2.I6]). O

n—p

r

|a:|°‘ud3:—|—u<1—|—b— 4 > |z|Pu"dx > 0,
p Q

3. PROOF OF THEOREMS [[L4] AND

In this section we prove Theorems [[.4] and Firstly we recall some facts needed
about the function F' introduced in section 1. Because of (ILI8]) we can assume, without
loss of generality, that the convex closed set

K={zeR": F(z) <1}

has measure |K | equal to the measure w,, of the unit sphere in R”. We say that F is the
gauge of K. The support function of K is defined as [27]

(3.1) F°(x) = sup(x, ).
EEK

It is easy to see that F° : R” — [0,400) is a convex, homogeneous function and that
F, F° are polar each other in the sense that

°(z) = su 9
(32) o) = 0 F(€)’
and
)
(3.3) F(z) = E#]g Foe)’
We set

K°={zeR": F°(z) <1}
and denote by k, the measure of K°.

Let Q be an open subset of R™. The total variation of a function v € BV () with
respect to a guage fuction F is defined by [2]

(3.4) /Q|Vu|p = sup {/Qu div o dx: o € C(Q;R™), F°(0) < 1} .

The perimeter of a set £ with respect to F' is then defined as

(3.5)Pr(E;Q)) = A [Vxelr = sup{/Q div o dx : o € Cj(Q;R™), F°(0) < 1} .
The following co-area formula

(3.6) |Vu|p = /00 Pr({u > s};Q)ds, Yu € BV(Q),
Q 0
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and the equality

(3.7) Pp(E;Q) = /Qma*EF(VE)d,Hnl

hold, where 9* E is the reduced boundary of E and v* is the outer normal to E (see [2]).
The following result can be found in [I], [10], [I7].

Lemma 3.1. (Wulff theorem). If E is a set of finite perimeter in R™, then
(38) Pp(B;R") > ny/"| BT,

and equality holds if and only if E has Wulff shape, i.e., E is a sub-level set of F°,
modulo translations.

Now we are ready to give a
Proof of Theorem[I7] Let vq be the unique solution of the equation

(3.9) —Qu=1 in Q v=0 on 0N

Then vg is positive in Q. By ([L34) and since F' € C*(R™ \ {0}), we know that vg €
CH(Q) N C3(({Vva # 0}) (see [211, 30]).
It follows from (L29) that

fQ(F(VUSZ))pd$ - fQ vodr

3.10 M1 (F.Q) < - .
( ) pa ) Jo vhdx Jo v dx

Combining (I32) and BI0]), we infer

d:E)p
p—1 < (fQ Y
(3.11) Ap 1 (F ) Trp ()7 < Jovbdz

Let M = supg vq. For s € [0, M], we denote by
(3.12) u(s) ={z € Q:vq > s}

the distribution function of vg. Then

(3.13) /Q vg = /OM w(s)ds

and

M
(3.14) / vodx = / psP L p(s)ds.
Q 0
Observe that the boundary of
(3.15) {r € Q:vg > s}
is

(3.16) {r € Q:vq =s}
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for almost every s > 0 and the inner normal to this boundary at a point z is exactly
Vo (z)/|Vva(x)|. Integrating —Qpvg = 1 over (B.IH) gives
1

(3.17) pe) = = /UQ(I)NdiV(Vg[Fp](VUQ))dw

1 / < V'UQ > -1
= - Ve[ FP](Vvg), dH"
P Jog(z)=s 5[ ]( Q) |VUQ|

[ ECm
v (z)=s |VUQ|

and we have

1
3.18 —1/ (s :/ dH™ !
( ) ( ) vo(x)=s |VUQ|

for almost every s € [0, M).
The co-area formula gives that

d
——/ F(Vvgq)dx = Pr(vg > s};9Q),
dt Jyo>s

for almost all s. Also, since vq is smooth with compact support, it is known [I] that for
almost every s € [0, M),

(3.19)

d F(Vugq) 1
3.20 - F(Vv d;C:/ dH™ .
(3.20) dt/u>s (Vva) vo=t Vol
Hence,
F
(3.21) PF({UQ>S};Q):/ (Vv0) jgn-1
va=s VU0

From Hélder’s inequality, (317) and (BI8]), we obtain

(3.22) (Pr({va > s}; Q)" = </U F(VUQ)dHn1)p

a=s |VUal

/ F(VUQ)p d/}_[nfl (/ 1 dHn1>p1
vQ=s |VUQ| vQ=s |VUQ|
= ()= ()P

The isoperimetric inequality (B8] tells us that
(3.23) P({vq > s}) > nk/mu(s) =D/,

One can then use the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1 in [33] to finish the
proof of Theorem [[4l For the sake of completeness, we include it. It follows from (3:22))

and ([323) that
(3.24) (roes/™) 7 < —uls) TET i (5)

Integrating (B:24)) gives

IN

(3.25) p(s)

IN

(1w — (ortf)™ - 2s)

|91 = bs)",
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where
3.26 SV B e s Vi K T Tt
(3.26) a b= (/") gl
Define F' : [0, M] — R by

t P t
(3.27) F(t) = (/0 u(s)ds) -p </0 sp_lu(s)ds> QP
It is easy to see from ([B.:25]) that

(3.28) ) = p(( /Otms)ds)p

p—1
plof ((ﬁ (1--m) - t) ()

Since p > 2 > n/(n — 1), we have a + 1 > 2. Using

-1

- t“mv’l) ()

IN

(3.29) A+2)*>1+ar+2? a>2 o> -1

in (3:28), we obtain
. b2 "
piop 1((t—a+1) o) )

e lipt bt \P!
= plQIP~'t l-— — 1| p(t)

pO|QP~ P pu(t)
- a+1

(3.30) F(t)

IN

Integrating (B30) over [0, M] and using Holder’s inequality we have

. < —— P

p/(p-1)
bl QP (fOMtpflu(t)dt)

+1 1/(p—1)
“ (fOM u(t)dt)

Pt (o Ugdw)p/(p_l)
a-+1 pp—il (fQ Ude)l/(p—l)’

that is,

- p/(p—1)

(3.32) (/ vgda?>p — |Q|p*1/ vhdz < _b|Q|p ! ) (fQ vgdx) '
< - _

Q Q a+1 peT (fg mdm)l/(p )
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Dividing by [Q[P~! [, v5,dz and using Holder’s inequality, we infer
Ap,t (B, Q)T (Q)P1
|€p—t

(Jo vadz)”
(Jo virdz) [P~

b (fﬂ ’Uédl‘) 1/(p=1)
(a+)p7T  \Jgvode
b ) fQ UQdI

(a+1)prT 1€

pzpp:IS (nmlz/n)ﬁ . Tp,(Q)
n(p—1)(n(p—1)+p) |9 7o
Thus (33) holds. O

(3.33) ~1

IN

Proof of Theorem[I.A Let upr = supg w and consider two functions 7, V' : [0, up] — R
given by

331 0@ :/ g(wdz, V() =[{zeQ:ul@)> ).
{zeQu(x)>t}
Integrating the equation —<div(Ve[F"](Vu)) = g(u) on {z € Q : u(x) > t}, we have
FUY)
3.35 n(t) = / A1,
(3.35) (t) o
where I'(t) = {z € Q : u(z) = t}. The co-area formula gives
dav dH" 1
(3.36) v / anT
dt {zeQu(x)=t} |vu|
From (330), (B36]) and Holder and inequalities we get
n—1
Fn d n—1
(3.37)  p(=vH)"t = V) dH" ! / L
r@y 1Vl {zeQu(@)=t} |Vl

ry |Vl

= (Pr({u>t}hQ)"

1 n-1\"
> (nli;{” V(t)T)

Hence
(3.38) V() > () 71 V (L),
which, combining with

dn av
3.39 — =g(t)—
gives

(3.40) — T (1) = (n"ka) T (V).
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Integration of (B.40) on [0, uys] yields

n

(3.41) Pl > (e /OUMg@)wt)dt

that is

(3.42) ”;1 </Qg(u)da:> s (k)T /QG(u)dx.
([C3]) follows. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS [1.6HI.8&]

In this section, we prove Theorems and [[7 Before doing this, we first recall
Reilly’s formula which will be used later. Let M be an n-dimensional compact manifold
with boundary. We will often write (,) the Riemannian metric on M as well as that
induced on OM. Let V and A be the connection and the Laplacian on M, respectively.
Let v be the unit outward normal vector of M. The shape operator of OM is given
by S(X) = Vxv and the second fundamental form of M is defined as II(X,Y) =
(S(X),Y), here X,Y € T(OM). The eigenvalues of S are called the principal curvatures
of OM and the mean curvature H of M is given by H = ﬁtr S, here tr S denotes
the trace of S. For a smooth function f defined on M, the following identity holds [26]
if h = %f’aM’ z = flom and Ric denotes the Ricei tensor of M:

(11) (P2 =1V = Rie(91,91)
_ / (((n — V) Hh + 282)h + [1(V=,72)) |
oM
Here V2 f is the Hessian of f; A and V represent the Laplacian and the gradient on 9 M
with respect to the induced metric on dM, respectively.
Proof of Theorem [0 i) Since p satisfies the equation
(4.2) Ap=—-1in M, plomy =0,

we know from the strong maximum principle and Hopf lemma [I8] that p is positive in
the interior of M and

dp
v

It follows from Bochner formula that

(4.3) (x) <0, VxedM.

1 .
(4.4) FAIVAI? = [V2I” + (Vp, V(Ap)) + Ric(Vp, Vp)

[V2pl* + Ric(Vp, Vp)
V20l + (n — 1)&|Vp|*.

Y
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Integrating ([@4]) on M and using divergence theorem, we get

@s) [P+ T0n = [ (VR + (= DalVeR)

1
5/ v|Vpl?
oM

V2p(Vp,v).
oM

Since p|aar = 0, we have

_ (9 2 _ 9%
Vplom = <$) v, Vip(v,v) = Eh
Hence
dp 9?p
2 —_— _ —_
L o= [ (5) (55):
Setting
. 9%
g

we have from ([{3)) that

B)(E): (2

Hence
2 dp
oM on Ov
= l/ Ap
M
= —IV.
The Schwarz inequality implies that
1 1
4.8 o2 > —(Ap)? = —
(4.8) IVZol" 2 —(Ap)" = —
with equality holding if and only if
Ap 1
4.9 2, =00y = ().
(4.9) Vip=—=()=-—()

Combining 1), @71) and @), we get (L42). On the other hand, if (L42) take
equality sign, then the inequalities ([@4])- (L8] should be equalities. Thus, (£9) holds on

M. Taking the covariant derivative of (£9]), we get V3p = 0 and from the Ricci identity,
(4.10) R(X,Y)Vp=0,

for any tangent vectors X,Y on M, where R is the curvature tensor of M. By the the
maximum principle p attains its maximum at some point zq in the interior of M. Let r
be the distance function to zg; then from (@9) it follows that

(4.11) Vp=——r—.
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Using ([@.I0), (11)), Cartan’s theorem (cf. [14]) and ploar = 0, we conclude that M is a
ball in R™ whose center is xq, and
Lo o
(&) = 5(13 ~ [z — o]

in M, here r¢ is the radius of the ball. This in turn implies that x = 0.
i1) Restricting Ap = —1 on 9M and noticing p|ars = 0, we infer

>p dp
(4.12) L+ (n—1)H5o = —1 on OM.
Integrating ([A12)) on OM yields
8%p
413 A+ | ZL=—m-1 H,p.
( ) am OV? ( ) oM

Substituting p into Reilly formula, we get

@) - [ O = [ (80 - 9 - RieVp 9p)
oM M
</ ((Ap>2 - Lap - - 1>K~|Vp|2)
_ L_nl)v—(n—l)nT(M),

with equality holding if and only if

1
(4.15) |VZ2p]? =~ on M,

n
and
(4.16) Ric(Vp,Vp) = (n — 1)k|Vp|* on M.

Since H > 0 on OM, one obtains from Hoélder’s inequality that

3 3
(4.17) - HO,p < ( H(a,,p)2> (/ H) :
oM oM oM
Combining (£13), (414) and (@I7), one gets ((L44). Also, the equality in (L.44)) hold-

ing implies that ([@I5) holds. Using the same arguments as in the proof of item 7), we
conclude that M is isometric to a ball in R". ]

Proof of Theorem[I.7} As stated in the proof of Theorem[I.6, the function w is positive
in the interior of M and

ou

4.1 e
(4.18) o,

> 0.

Multiplying the equation

(4.19) ~Au=1
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by (|Vu|? + 2u) and integrating on M, we have from divergence theorem and ugps = 0
that

n+2

(4.20) T(M)

s
/ <|Vu|2 + iu>
- / (|w|2 + iu) (—Aw)
/ < (|Vu|2+ u) ,w> —/W (|Vu|2—|— %u) o
_ _/M uA <|Vu|2 + %u) - /W (|Vu|2 + %u) o
- —2/Mu (|V2u|2 + Rice(Vu, Vu) — %) - /BM (%)3
o [ wiewn - [ (2

with equality holding if and only if

IN

(4.21) |V2u? :% on M.
Setting

(4.22) max |Vu| =

and using

(4.23) uRic(Vu, Vu) > (n — 1)ku|Vul?,

we conclude from ([@20) that

n+2

(4.24) T(M)+2(n—1)/£/ uVul? < m? N (_%)

2y

Thus ([46]) holds. It is clear from the above proof that if the equality in (L46) holds
then ([@21)) holds and so k¥ = 0 and M is isometric to a ball in R™. O

Proof of Theorem [L.8. We shall only consider the case that M # () since the case
OM = () is similar. Multiplying the equation Au = —g(u) by |Vu|?, integrating on M
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and using the divergence theorem, we get

(4.25)

IN

On the

(4.26)

| swivar

_/M|Vu|2Au

| @IV, v - /aM up 2

_/MUA|W|2—/BM <%>3

~ [ 209 + Rie(V, Voo + (V. V(@) - | <?>

_/M 2u ((A:)2 (0 — |Vl + (Vu,V(AU)>) - /BM (%)3
_/M (QI‘QTW +(n— Dr(V, Va?) + <Vu2,V(AU)>) —/aM <%)3
/M <_2”97(“)2 +(n — Vs Au + AuAu2> - /aM (%)3

/M ( 2“9(“) — (0 — DraPg(u) + 2ug(u)? — 29(u)|Vu|2> _ /OM (%)3.

other hand, it is easy to see that

/Mg(u)|Vu|2=/ (VG(u) /G Au—/ G(u

Substituting ([@.26]) into ([@25]), one gets (L4S). O

(1]
2]

3]

[4]

(10]
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